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Detailed Action 

Objection to the Specification 

The disclosure is objected to because of tine following informalities: 

(1 ) On page 8, lines 23-24, "at one side and the other of the cut-out" does not 
make sense. Further, it appears "The levers" should be specified as the two levers (not 
including the third lever) that are at the same side of the cut-out. 

(2) On page 11, lines 17 and 19, the use of the term "permanently" is not correct. 
The blade 1 8 is not "permanently" held and the cutting edge of the blade is not 
"permanently" in abutment against three contact points. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claims Objection 

Claims 1-1 1 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

(1) In claims 1-11, line 1, "Device" should read ~A device--. 

(2) In claim 1, line 15, "a means" should read -the means--. Note "means for 
returning" at lines 5-6 of the claim. 

(3) In claim 9, line 2, "a return means" should read -the returning means--. 

(4) In claim 11, "20" and "21" should read ~32~ and ~33~, respectively. 
Appropriate correction is required. 
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Claims Rejection - 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification sliall conclude witli one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 1-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

(1) In claims 1 , 7 and 9, "in particular" renders the claim indefinite because it is 
unclear whether the limitation(s) following the phrase are part of the claimed invention. 

(2) The scope of claim 2 is vague. Is "an arm" additional to one arm or the other 
arm of claim 1? 

Claims Rejection - 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the Invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth In section 102 of this title, If the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
Invention was made to a person having ordinary skill In the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1 , 2, 4-8 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Cozzini et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,478,272) in view of Frost (U.S. 
Patent No. 5,505,107). 

Cozzini et al. discloses a sharpening device comprising a support (12); a cut-out 
(18); shafts (44,46); sharpening element having three pivotal levers (28,30,32) and 
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returning means (24); two plastic stops (34,38); a tliird stop (36); and fastening means 
(64) substantially as claimed except the pivotal levers (28,30,32) are returned into 
position by means of the biasing force rather than by gravity from the returning means 
(24). 

Frost teaches the use of returning means (30/31 ) in the form of a counterweight 
for returning pivotal sharpening levers (22/24) into position by gravity. 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to modify Cozzini et al. 
by having the fastening means formed as counterweights for returning the pivotal levers 
(28,30,32) Into position by gravity rather than by biasing force, since a person of 
ordinary skill has good reason to pursue the known options within his or her technical 
grasp. 

Regarding claim 7, official notice is taken the fact that it is notoriously old and 
well known in the art to provide a stop with a sleeve of flexible material to reduce 
impacts. One example is a door stop that has one end threadedly attached to the trim 
of a wall and the other end (i.e. the free end) of the door stop covered with a flexible 
sleeve to reduce the noise and impact when a door is swung open against the door 
stop. Thus, one skilled in the art who wishes to reduce the impact of the sharpening 
levers (28,30,32) of Cozzini et a. against the stops (36) would have known to provide 
the stop (36) with a sleeve of flexible material for reducing the impart and therefore the 
noise as desired. 

3. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cozzini et 
al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,478,272) in view of Frost (U.S. Patent No. 5,505,107) as applied 
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to claim 2 above, and furtlier in view of Carter (U.S. Patent No. 4,494,340) and Jenne 
(U.S. Patent No. 4,751,795). 

The sharpening device of Cozzini et al. as modified shows all the claimed 
limitations except it does not explicitly mention the sharpening levers having different 
abrasiveness. 

Carter teaches it is desirable to provide a sharpening device with sharpening rods 
of differing abrasiveness (coarse and fine). Jenne shows a ribbed sharpening rod 
(12/13). 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to further modify Cozzini 
et al. by having a part of the sharpening surface on the sharpening lever (28,30,32) 
having a different abrasiveness than the rest of the sharpening surface so that the 
sharpening lever can be used for both coarse sharpening and fine sharpening as taught 
by Carter. Further, to provide Cozzini et al. with a sharpening surface in the form of well 
known ribs such as that of Jenne's would have been obvious to one skilled in the art. 
Moreover, the location of the ribbed or polished sharpening surfaces on the sharpening 
levers appears to be an obvious matter of personal preference as evidenced by the 
applicants (note pages 14 and 15 of the specification). 

Indication of Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 9 and 10 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection(s) 
under 35 U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to include all of 
the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 
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Point of Contact 

Any inquiry concerning tliis communication or earlier communications from tine 
examiner should be directed to Hwei-Siu C. Payer whose telephone number is 571-272- 
451 1 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday, 7:00 am to 
4:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Boyer Ashley can be reached on 571-272-4502. The fax phone numbers for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 571-273-8300 for 
official communications and 571-273-4511 for proposed amendments. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.qov . Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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May 5, 2008 

/Hwei-Siu C. Payer/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3724 



